lack of fear The current electorate . 4) percent ol which diid nolt N 2 . !
wilness the Korean War, 15 not as docile as the previous generation P Utllrt’ Prugrdn]‘s .
ind thus does niol accepl the II'FIF'H'I‘H_J! inmbtimidatson or the hictbonal
threat of N _Korean mvasion. This maght M0 sibly dispel the myth ol
communist takeover that has been P ywched 10 the 5. Korceans by
the ruling governments throughout modern niston

I his vear the student movement 1n S Korcea has taken up
reuniicatbion as s central issue (oo pohitical and ocial £ : . : < _ _
democratization. This 15 1n opposition to the military and ruling I”ILrnt-l““nlill rt”rlli'ﬂ L\I“hlllﬂﬂ Df thL‘HrC“L'HI Prllpl}"ﬁ.il"\ for cvents
partics ineffectual attitudes towards unilhication. he student "\[ri_I[L’uiL'\‘ L“"ilﬂn"‘l. 'l]'h'- Cts : y : ; e , ;
movements struggle and slogans for a reunihed country have torced ol - i [ : k: S o _ -'LLE' ’ _ld["'ds dnd “ter 1”rn]"" [}I LILUUH. |n[l:ndt_:{_i
the government to take a senous look at an issue that it previously O lakKe pIL“-.L W l[hl” the Ph}'HIL'LII or Cﬂﬂlfl.'p[Uiil IMT;HTIL: wWOrk l'}f thl: D“Z
1r"|Hl"|'‘I_"""||.".,'11 using It only o divert attention away from other h‘;[“e‘h P ) ’ ! F e : : b WP :
equally serious problems. This seeming change of focus by the ‘oul ;—L“ s Iilh }:nd ?[lmh I.\“]Ld[' O gencerate a set of possibilities tha
cCurrént I-r-jr'h-'-hll-'ll 1S 1N really a grealer accusation against the L{}U .L r{]\lt} 't.: [ L- L:. ”T”ntlt“"n 0 . _ - . 1 i . _—
countrv s internal rubing muhitary and momed ehte. The ruling an l p_]r : v, [hL D*\tén [hL LlnltILLIIIHI'I l]f l\[}rfu_‘
military and momied elite have always been perccived as having . L ndlt-llnln;:..tUI rL‘\[“[1[]H{: h} t]n and Lirl-hlttfturi: on "*'[}L:I'l}-p{}lltl{:dl
compromised the interests of the country in order 1o preserve their Ci"l'lll'l’lﬂ-'[;l[u‘in,

positon of power

in North Rorea a vounger gencrabhon 15 also less interested in
ideaiogical ormhodoxy, rather they seem 1o express readiness lor
hberalized expernimentation As s00n as thewr present ruler passes
from office, the new generation will probably oppose Jungil Kim
his son, [rom assuming power
urrently, there exists a widespread desire, shared by both side!
and both generahions, 10O witness the couniry s evenltual
reunification. However, each side perceives the reahzanon ol )

reunification quite differently. North Korea supports a non-aligned £

independent country that could potentially sustain itsell without o 4 B . -
outside intervention. South Korea has alwayvs maintained a : l _
powerless and immobile “reunificablon ministry | his mimistry has - . g

ik made no real effort to deal wath the reunificanon process, primanrily Jan. 18-Feb. 12. 1989. Benta Stokke

because the ruling government fears the occurrence of reunithication

and an intégrated democralhic sociely as a threat 1o s exast

|:"H"‘-‘-L'l'
The discussion 15 NnOWw open 1o ways of making two diltterent
EConNnomIc sysilems wirk *-.Il.h_ Dy s10e. W h.'.._ll._ the construction ol a

single country, an association, a commonwealth or other vanatons

of umity would allow tor the reunithication ol one peaple locked n
two states, divided by the marking of an old and obsolete war
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Pouring of concrete line which divides North and South territory within the so-called
neufral zone of Panmunjom. The design and construction was a collaborative effort by
both sides
December 3, 8pm
Pgncl Discussion on PTLI]EE['D‘MZ . Secsrity rnands a1 the Militory AR ce Coninizsion Building i the Pl
with Mo Bahc, Um Hyuk, Yong Soon Min and Kyong Park |
e gn 'J'_"r"__lwr:_ l_'
oy ey Todd Ayoung, Mo Bahc, Perrv Bard, Joseph Brin. Brode Slowik. Jud Choi & Jun Saung Kim, Pei Ching
| Chou, David Chung, Peter Clements Robert Werthamer & Peter Frank & Bette Frank & Ashka Dymel,
| Cathleen Crabb & Taeg Nishimoto, Neil Denari, Jane Dodds & Scot Guerin, Russell Epprecht, Peter Ef‘ﬂd.
| \lan Finkel, Ismael Frigerio, Gordon Gilbert, David Hanawalt, Hariri & Hariri, Zvi Hecker, Gee Yung
Mar.29-Apr.23, Kaplan and Krueger Jeong, Tod Kabza, Kenneth Kaplan & Ted Krueger, David Kesler, Gran Kester & Greig Crysler. Jung
i Hyun Kim, Joongsub Kim, Craig S. Konyk Donna Selene Seftel, Stanle Stinnett, Kyung Hoon Lee, bru_nz
| Jae Lee & Mark Leonardi & Yul Lee, Demetrius Manouselis, Marcus Margall, Ann Messner, Leo .'\Iudrl‘ll‘l-
i George Moore, Nam June Paik, Pascal Quintard-HofTtein, Hisao Shimizu, Peter Shinoda, Stiletto, Toshio
| Sasaki, Andrew Topolski, Jack Vengrow & Lauric Bae. Paul Virilio & Avant lravaux Studio, Joseph
\ Wavman, David Wells, Lebbeus Woods, Jerilea Zempel.
| |
] . s -
Gallery Hours Opening Reception
Sold nng o long the DM Z e :[ - S ivry
oldier inspecting the fence along the Wﬂd—bun ‘ 12'6pm NU‘ e I]’lbt..l L 7_l)pn'l
December 6, 7-9pm ‘
Discussion of Critical Issues on Pubhic Art : :
Moderator: Richard Nonas ,
Richard Nonas will moderate an open discussion concerning public art (and architecture ) E
focusing on the problems of public art as affirmauon of the limits of society. and ¢ .! e
affirmation of license in society. What succeeds” In what ways do works ultimately display ; for Art & ArfhlteCturE
their creators’ definitions of city % :: ot Ll
07 Kenmare Street (near Lafavett New York. NY 10012 212-431-5795
December 18, 7-llpm e | Not-For-Profit Orgamzation funded in part by NYSCAL NEA. DCA. Conde House Japan and the .| M_.
“Eyes of a Storm™ | Kaplan Fund A Program of (CE - The Project DMZ s partly funded by Arts Matter Ing

A presentation of 25 video artists and works from Japan. Orgamized by Dragan e Mﬂ}' 3-23, Imre Makovecz
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Organization

Pu

STOREFRONT. founded in 1982, is a non-proht rescarch center 1o
investigate critical 1ssues in art. architecture and urban environment. Qur

programs of exhibitions. projects. lectures. seminars and pubhcations
provide an open forum for independent artists and architecis 1o work under
the collaborative spinit for aesthetic. environmental and social

advancements.
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Help

STOREFRONT will publish FRONT #3, a comprehensive catalogue uf .rhr
Project DMZ, with full documentation of the participating works ﬂmf critical
writings by selected contributors. Your contribution will help to continue our
successful publication FRONT, and make our activities and programs to reach
international audience. All contributors will be
announcement/newsletter and publication.

acknowledged tn our

$25 or more Coniribulor
$50 or more Donor
$ 104 or more Sponsor
$£250 or more Patron
LS04 or more Benelactor
I would like to make a tax-deductible contribution of % 1o

STOREFRONT to support its publication of FRONT (checks payable to
Cultural Council Foundation/'STOREFRONT).
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e

Telephone

et tmie . ZlD

Please call (212) 421-5795 for any information regarding your contribution. Thank

You.
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Current Programs

November 22-December 18
Wed.-Sun. 12-6pm
Exhibition: Project DMZ

INTRODUCTION

“Project DMZ " is an international project aimed at understanding the nature ol human
conflict through the generation of alternatives to the demilitarized zone between North
and South Korea. Viewing the Korcan DMZ as a product of pohtical. military and
economic polarization, the project calls for the intervention of aesthetic forces to imtiate
possible paths toward re-unification of the nation and its people.

“Project DMZ" is a forum comprised of individuals of different generations, cultures
and mediums of expression. This forum. a coalition of diverse individuals under common
purpose, opposes specialization and division amongs! intellectual fields and rather
supports an environment for human exchange. a condition antithetical to the nature of the
DMJZ itsell

PREMISE

The premise of this project is the Korean DMZ and the consequential dismemberment of a
nation, society, culture and people. The DMZ represents not only the literal separation of
a nation and fundamental ideological division but also symbolizes the zenith of economic,
political and military conflict. The DMZ's illusionary representation of stability forbids the
fundamental ingredient of dialogue and human contact necessary for human affairs that
subsequently nurtures our need for unity and exchange. Ironically. the DMZ, site and
symbol of neither war or peace, will result in either war or peace

Korea, particularly, South Korea finds itself broting in a highly charged solution of
student uprising, worker strikes and the consequences of Olympics 1n Seoul
Demonstrations. which heretofore have found themselves relegated to polincal and labor
issues and events, now occur at the DMZ itself with participants demanding that the nation
be reunified. The DMZ, festering since its implementation, now demands to be
addressed.

As a result of this widespread upheaval which threatens to cross over that barner by
defiant collective acts and the notion of the DMZ as simply a geographical divider, several
questions and issues are raised. For instance, what 1s a meaningful response that art and
architecture can make with regard to intense social anger and the usage of direct
confrontation as a means to establish democracy and a umhbed people? What can artists
and intellectuals do that is equally relevant and powerful as the acts of assertion that we sec
and read about such as self-immolation, marches, demonstrations and confrontations’
Should they be involved at all?

OBJECTIVES

This project seeks answers to these questions and others through exhibinons of proposals
for events, strategies, designs, objects, ideas and other forms of action, taking place within
the physical or conceptual framework of the DMZ, to generate a set of possibilities that
could provoke the elimination of the DMZ through peaceful means

SITE
The entire DMZ or any portion thereol

{he line of steel and barbed wire stretched across the Korean terrain

A VIEW ON THE CURRENT SITUATION

Histonically the Korean pohitical situation 1s guite complex. A few
main points about Korea's recent history should be made 1n order
tor us to grasp the nature of the events that have attected the daly
hves of people in North and South Korea

I'he presence of the Demilitanized zone (DMZ) sustains mass
hysterna and a sense of eminent catastrophe for North and South
Korea. North Korea, by accusing Japan and the United States of
being potential aggressors and masters ol the 5. Korean
government, further centralizes their pohitical power. This
maintains a constant fear of invasion. N. Korea believes thal
without the support of the U.S. and Japan, S. Korea would nol
survive. In turn, S. Korea assumes that N. Korea holds tens ol
thousands of political prnisoners and dissenters. Unfortunately, it 15
the N. Korean citizenship that s paying for threadbare economic
stabilhity and ats own cultural stagnation. This stagnation 15
maintained by resincung ailizens rll_.ZI'II"-. and by mamntaining natnonal
entrenchment within its own borders

North and South Korea spend an absurdly high percentage
(approximately 3% from each side) of their central government
expenditure (C.G.E.) on guarding the DMZ. At the same tume
innumerable famihies have been sphit and are unable 10 reunite, visit
or contact each other across the military boundary

the U'.S. jusulies s mihitar expenditure on buttressing the
DML wiath the clmim that the commumsts could destroy the
cconomic prosperity ol k.'.!r'lllulh‘-'l interests in South Korea

In the recent past, the opposinonal 1ssues in South Korea werg
clearly anti-mihitanstuic and anti-government, denouncing the
government s misuse of power (imprsonment without due process
use ol torture techmgues and harsh quelling of protests). By

associatwon, 1t was the U.S. that stood accused ol directing and

Meetng of Joint Observer Team

supporting a government seen by the opposition as unpopular
Many critics have assumed that the U S. government orchestrated
repression against the Korean population. including the ternble
Kwangju massacre. This massacre 1s considered a turning point in
Korcan pohitics. The Korean army, along wath foreign forces, was
thought to be conspinng against its people, particularly because the
Korean army could only act with the knowledge and approval of the
U.S. intermediate command, when 1t used deadly force at
Kwangju. However, despite the central role of the U S mulitary, the
main effort of earlier oppositional struggles was to remove the
Korean army from power

Currently, radical opposition activists understand that the blame
placed on the U.S. and other superpowers, for their part in
maintaining the division of the country as well as keeping portions
of the country marginally developed, goes back to the very ongins
of the Korean war. At that ume the U.S knowingly allowed N
Kdrea to cross the division border. This allowed the U.S. 10 install
its power deeper into Korean affairs

Interestingly, around the time of the burming down of the
“Amencan Cultural Service Center™ (after the Kwang)u massacre ).
only a small percentage of the Korean population had ant-
Amencan feelings. Currently, a much greater percentage are hostile
to the continued presence of the Amencan government as an
occupying military force

In the past, S. Korean anti-communist laws had been enforced 1o
crush any opposition to the mulitary government, and currently
these laws allow the power elite to hold onto their rule. This, of
course, precludes any real democratic development in 5. Korea

The recent “democratic’” restructuring of the §. Korean

LSoxernment into clecled partiea, supposcdly allowing lor ag
rioay ofERIRLEL S, SEa Bl RS, ian el

diverting the popular opposition.

While it would appear that the three Kims (1.¢. Kim Young Sam.
leader of the opposition conservative party representing the middle
class, Kim Dae Yong, representing the poor and working class and
Kim Jong Pil, related to the former president Park) would
potentially terminate the military’s monopoly of power, with a
democratic opeming-up of debate and choice, the situation 1s
actually hittle changed for all practical purposes

The last presidennal election saw the re-election of the ruling
party because of a sphit vote within the opposition parties. After the
election, people focused their disappointment on this lack ol
cohesion within the opposition parties. What kept public anger at
bay was ‘-urlrhm;dh that the country was under enormous economic
development with grea: hope for the future

The economic benefits were far from creating a strong base
Wages were kept low, working condinons were exploitative and
unemployment loomed on the honzon. The country was also far
trom full democratzation. Worsening the economic picture was the
trade problem. In parucular, the persistent interference and
pressure by the U.S. disrupted local sectors of economy such as
farming, meat production and cigarette manufactunng. U.5
leverage was far greater than that which constitutes an acceptable
level. To this, one must add the burden of having to wastetully spend
one-third of the C.G . E. on mublary expénditure to maintain an
unwanted barner, the DMZ

A major shuftin the Balance of power in 5. Korea seems 1o be On
the verge of occurning within the composition of the electorate. This
1s visible in changing attitudes toward the government and relative
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